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C iy Americans, I assumed 
that the collapse of the 
cold war would put an 
end to Government sur- 
veillance of Individuals 
and domestic political 
groups that oppose U.S. foreign poli- 
cy. But last week my family founda- 
tion — which makes a point of defend- 
ing freedom of speech and the press 
— was forced to sue the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation to find out 
why it is keeping files on the founda- 
tion and its president, Lance Lindb- 
lom. The agency refuses on “national 
security” grounds to disclose virtual- 
ly any of the information it has col- 
lected about us. 

Unfortunately, we are not alone. At 
least two other foundations that share 
some of our interests are pursuing 
Freedom of Information Act appeals 
to discover what makes the F.B.l. so 
curious about their activities. There 
are almost certainly more founda- 
tions in similar straits. But they ei- 
ther lack the money for litigation or 
fear the political consequences of it 
being known the F.B.l. is watching 
them. They tell themselves — foolish- 
ly, in my opinion — that what they 
don't know won't hurt them. 

It’s conceivable, of course, that the 
Bureau Is conducting legitimate in- 
vestigations of grant recipients 
whom it imagines to be engaged in 
criminal activity or espionage. But 
somehow I doubt it. The files on our 
foundation go back at least five years, 
and in that time we have given money 
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only to legal, tax-exempt organiza- 
tions. And my family, now into its 
third generation of successful capital- 
ist enterprise, must always have 
seemed a poor prospect for recruit- 
ment by the Soviet Union. 

The more likely explanation for our 
files is that the F.B.l. still views oppo- 
sition to Government policy as sub- 
versive and dangerous, particularly 
when it involves Latin America and 
Southeast Asia. Some of our money 
defends human rights in El Salvador 
and Guatemala, two countries with 
egregiously repressive governments 
that are heavily supported by the U.S. 
And Mr. Lindblom accompanied op- 
position leader Kim Dae Jung on his 
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return trip to South Korea in 1985, 
when U.S. policy still favored the dic- 
tatorial President, Chun doo Hwan. 

It evidently matters little to the 
F.B.l. that for years we backed un- 
derground publications in Eastern 
Europe and the Soviet Union, as well 
as investigations of human rights vio- 
lations in Albania, Cuba and North 
Korea. The traditions of J. Edgar 
Hoover die hard, and enemies have to 
be created. 

The F.B.l. has little incentive to 
change its ways. In his 1988 cam- 
paign, President Bush successfully 
demonized the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union, our lawyers in the case 
against the F.B.L, and one of our 


major grant recipients. The Center 
for Constitutional Rights, which dis- 
covered our F.B.l. files, is one of the 
Bush Administration's staunchest 
foes on civil rights policy and war 
powers. The center is another of our 
favorite charities. 

We think it is outrageous that the 
F.B.l. won't tell us the truth, and we 
stand willing to press our case until 
we get damages and an apology for 
this blatant violation of our privacy. 
But even if we win our lawsuit, it 
won't be sufficient The greater dam- 
age caused by F.B.l. intrusions is the 
chilling effect it might have on al- 
ready far too cautious foundation ex- 
ecutives. How many will now think 
twice before giving money to human 
rights organizations in countries, in- 
cluding our own, where the govern- 
ment has violated the civil liberties of 
its citizens? Nobody, after all, wants 
an F.B.L file. 

Three solutions propose them- 
selves. The first is to restore the 
Carter-era standard — rescinded by 
the Reagan Administration — mak- 
ing it harder for the Government to 
classify information in the first place. 

Second, Congress, which this year 
finally repealed the McCarthy-era 
McCarran Act, ought to complete the 
process of glasnost in our Govern- 
ment by passing proposed legislation 
that would prevent the F.B.L from 
investigating the First Amendment 
activities of U.S. citizens and organi- 
zations. 

Lastly, Congress should hold hear- 
ings on the role of the F.B.L in the 
post-cold-war world and banish once 
and for all the ghost of Hoover, its 
founding director. After more than 40 
years as a quasi-political police force, 
the Bureau should devote its full at- 
tention to its original purpose: catch- 
ing criminals. □ 





